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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3, 4, 6-12, 14, 15 and 17-23 have been examined and are pending. 

2. Claims 2, 5, 13 and 16 have been cancelled. 

3. Applicant's prior art arguments are found to be unpersuasive. Accordingly 
this Office action is made FINAL. 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments, see Page 1 1 , filed 6/17/2009, with respect to the 
objection to Claims 1 , 12, 15 and 21 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
The objection to Claims 1, 12, 15 and 21 has been withdrawn. 

5. Applicant's arguments, see Page 1 1 , filed 6/1 7/2009, with respect to the rejection 
of Claims 3, 6, 8, 9, 11, 14, 17, 19, 20 and 22 under 35 U.S.C. 112 have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. The rejection of Claims 3, 6, 8, 9, 11, 14, 17, 19, 20 
and 22 under 35 U.S.C. 112 has been withdrawn. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 6/1 7/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. On Page 12 of Applicant's arguments. Applicant argues essentially that 
the binding of a user in the claims refers to the binding of a human user {implied 
because Applicant uses "Searcher X" as a hypo}, not a device, and argues that the cited 
art Nakahara et al. do not teach such human user binding. To illustrate, Applicant 
comes up with a hypothetical situation alleging Nakahara et al. would not be able to 
distinguish between two Searchers {human users} if they were using the same device. 
Examiner respectfully traverses this argument. First, the claim language does not 
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explicitly indicate that a "user" is human. It merely recites "at least one user." Therefore, 
Applicant has argued that which is not claimed. Second, H [0197] of Nakahara et al. 
clearly indicates that a father and son, two separate and distinct humans, are bound 
separately; and H [0194] of Nakahara et al. clearly indicates that license management is 
not only checked against the function unit {device}, but also the user's usage restrictions 
{user}. Therefore Nakahara is quite capable of distinguishing which human user is on 
which device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 1, 3, 4, 6-12, 14, 15 and 17-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) and 
(e) as being anticipated by US 2003/0018491 Al (Nakahara et al.). 

As to Claims 1,12 and 23, Nakahara et al. anticipate a method, a system for 
generating an Authorized Domain (AD), and computer readable medium having stored 
thereon instructions for causing one or more processing units to execute the method, of 
generating an Authorized Domain (AD), comprises: 

selecting a domain identifier (Domain ID) uniquely identifying the Authorized 
Domain (AD) (Nakahara et al. disclose the domain list - Pages 12-13, 1[ [0200]), 
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binding at least one user (P1, P2, PN1) to the domain identifier (Domain JD) 
(Nakahara et al. disclose searcher X belonging to the domain - Page 13, [0197 and 
0200]), 

binding at least one device (D1 , D2, DM) to the domain identifier (Domain_ID) 
(Nakahara et al. disclose the function units belonging to the domain - Page 13, H 
[0200]), and 

binding at least one content item (CI , C2, CN2) to the Authorized Domain 
(AD) given by the domain identifier (Domain ID) (Nakahara et al. disclose the content 
usage devices belonging to the domain - Page 13, H [0200]), 

thereby obtaining a number of devices (D1 , D2, DM) and a number of users 
(PI , P2, PN1) that are authorized to access content items (CI , C2, CN2) of said 
Authorized Domain (AD) (Nakahara et al. disclose the domain list {Domain ID}, at least 
one user {user}, function units {devices}, and content usage devices {content items}, 
and licensing {authorized} - Pages 12-13, H [0200]) 

wherein access to the at least one content item (C1 , 02, CN2) is obtained by 
verifying that the at least one content item (CI , C2, CN2) and the at least one user 
(P1 , P2, PN1) are linked to the same domain identifier (DomainJD) or by verifying 
that the at least one device (D1 , D2, DM) and the at least one content item (01 , 02, 

0N2) ) are linked to the same domain identifier (DomainJD) (Nakahara et al. 
disclose granting or restricting access to content based on whether the user and content 
domain licensing requirements are met - Page 12, H [0197]). 
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As to Claims 3 and 14, Nal<aliara et al. anticipate a method and system 
according to claims 1 and 12 respectively, wherein the binding at least one user (P1 , 
P2, PN1) to the domain identifier (Domain_ID) comprises: 

obtaining or generating a Domain Users List (DUG) comprising the domain 
identifier (DomainJD) and a unique identifier (PersJDI, Pers_ID2, Pers_IDN1) for a 
user (P1 , P2, PN1) thereby defining that the user is bound to the Authorized Domain 
(AD) (Nakahara et al. disclose the domain list - 1| [0200], which comprises the function 
unit ID and user ID fields - Figure 3), 

and/or in that 

the binding at least one device (D1 , D2, DM) to the domain identifier 
(Domain_ID) comprises: 

obtaining or generating a Domain Devices List (DDC) comprising the domain 
identifier (Domain_ID) and a unique identifier (Dev. ID 1 , Dev.lD2, Dev.lDM) for a 
device (D1 , D2, DM) thereby defining that the device is bound to the Authorized 
Domain (AD) (Nakahara et al. disclose the domail list - H [0200], which comprises the 
function unit ID and user ID fields - Figure 3). 

As to Claims 4 and 15, Nakahara et al. anticipate a method and system 
according to claims 1 and 12 respectively, wherein the binding at least one content item 
(CI , C2, CN2) to the Authorized Domain (AD) comprises: 
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binding a content Item (C1, C2, CN2) to a User Right (URC1, URC2, ... 
URCN2), where said User Right (URC1 , URC2, ... URCN2) is bound to a user (P1 , P2, 
PN1) bound to the Authorized Domain (AD), and/or 

binding a content item (C1 , C2, CN2) to a Device Right (DevRC), where said 
Device Right (DevRC) is bound to a device (D1 , D2, DM) which is bound to the 
Authorized Domain (AD) (Nakahara et al. disclose the domain list {Domain ID}, at least 
one user {user}, function units {devices}, and content usage devices {content items}, 
and licensing {right to use} - Pages 12-13, H [0200]), and/or 

binding a content item (C1 , C2, CN2) to a Domain Rights (DRC1 , DRC2, ... 
DRCN2), where said Domain Rights (DRC1, DRC2, ... DRCN2) Is bound to the 
Authorized Domain (AD) (Nakahara et al. disclose the domain, content usage devices 
{content items}, and licensing {right to use} - Pages 12-13, H [0200]). 

As to Claims 6 and 17, Nakahara et al. anticipate a method and system 
according to claims 4 and 15 respectively, 

wherein the User Right (URC1, URC2, URCN2) or the Device Right (DevRC) 
or the Domain Rights (DRC1, DRC2, DRCN2) comprises rights data (Rghts Dat) 
representing which rights exists in relation to the at least one content item (CI , C2, 
CN2) bound to the User Right (URC1, URC2, URCN2) or the Device Right (DevRC) 
or the Domain Rights (DRC1, DRC2, DRCN2) (Nakahara et al. disclose the domain 
list {Domain ID}, at least one user {user}, function units {devices}, and content usage 
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devices {content items}, and licenses tied to the user, domain, devices and contents 
{right to use} - Pages 12-13, H [0200]). 

As to Claim 7 and 18, Nakahara at al. anticipate a method and system according 
to claims 1 and 12 respectively, the method further comprises controlling access to a 
given content item bound to the Authorized Domain (AD) by a given device being 
operated by a given user, comprising: 

checking If the given user Is bound to the same Authorized Domain (AD) as the 
given content item, or 

checking if the given device Is bound to the same Authorized Domain (AD) as the 
given content Item (Nakahara et al. disclose granting or restricting access to content 
based on whether the user and content domain licensing requirements are met - Page 
12,11 [0197]), 

and allowing access for the given user via the given device and/or other devices 
to the content Item If the given user Is bound to the same Authorized Domain (AD), 

or allowing access for the given user and/or other users via the given device to 
the content Item if the given device is part of the same Authorized Domain (AD) 
(Nakahara et al. disclose granting or restricting access to content based on whether the 
user and content domain licensing requirements are met - Page 12, ^ [0197]). 

As to Claims 8 and 19, Nakahara et al. anticipate a method and system 
according to claims 3 and 14 respectively, the method further comprises controlling 
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access to a given content item (C1, C2, CN2), being bound to tlie Authorized 
Domain (AD) and having a unique content identifier (Cont ID), by a given device being 
operated by a given user comprising: 

checl^ing if the Domain Devices List (DDC) of the Authorized Domain 
(AD) comprises an identifier (Dev.lD) of the given device, thereby checking if the given 
device is bound to the same Authorized Domain (AD) as the content item, and/or 

checl<ing if the Domain User List (DUG) of the Authorized Domain (AD) 
comprises an identifier (Pers_ID) of the given user (P1, P2, PN1) thereby checl<ing if 
the given user is bound to the same Authorized Domain (AD) as the content item 
(Nakahara et al. disclose granting or restricting access to content based on whether the 
user and content domain licensing requirements are met - Page 12, 1| [0197]), 

and allowing access to the given content item (CI , C2, CN2) by the given 

device (D1 , D2 DM) for any user if the given device is bound to the same Authorized 

Domain (AD) as the content item being accessed, and/or 

allowing access to the given content item (CI, C2, CN2) by any device 
including the given device for the given user if the given user is bound to the same 
Authorized Domain (AD) as the content item being accessed (Nakahara et al. disclose 
granting or restricting access to content based on whether the user and content domain 
licensing requirements are met - Page 12, H [0197]). 

As to Claims 9 and 20, Nakahara et al. anticipate a method and system 
according to claim 7 and 18 respectively. 
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wherein tlie binding at least one content item (C1 , C2, CN2) to the Authorized 
Domain (AD) comprises: 

binding a content item (C1, C2, CN2) to a User Right (URC1, URC2, 

URCN2) where said User Right (URC1, URC2 URCN2) is bound to a user (P1, P2, 

PN1) which is bound to the Authorized Domain (AD) (Nakahara et al. disclose the 
domain, content usage devices {content items}, and licensing {right to use} - Pages 12- 
13,1111 [0197 and 0200]), and 

wherein the controlling access of a given content item further comprises: 

checking that the User Right (URC1, URC2, URCN2) for a given content item 
specifies that the given user (PI , P2, PN1 ) has a right to access the given content 
item (CI , C2, CN2) and only allowing access to the given content item (C 1 , C2, 
CN2) in the affirmative (Nakahara et al. disclose granting or restricting access to content 
based on whether the user and content domain licensing requirements are met - Page 
12,11 [0197]). 

As to Claims 10 and 21 , Nakahara et al. anticipate a method according to claims 
1 and 1 2 respectively, 

wherein every content item is encrypted and that a content right (CR) is bound to 
each content item and to a User Right (URC) or a Device Right (DevRC) or a Domain 
Rights (DRC), and that the content right (CR) of a given content item comprises a 
decryption key for decrypting the given content item (Nakahara et al. disclose content 
encryption and decryption key - Page 3, im [0048-0050]). 
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As to Claims 1 1 and 22, Nal<aliara et al. anticipate a metliod and system 
according to claims 4 and 15 respectively, wherein 

the Domain Users List (DUG) is implemented as or included in a Domain Users 

Certificate, and/or 

the Domain Devices List (DDC) is implemented as or Included in a Domain 
Devices Certificate, and/or 

the User Right (URC 1, URC2, URCN2) is implemented as or included in a 
User Right Certificate, and/or 

the Device Right (DevRC) is implemented as or included in a Device Right 
Certificate, and/or 

the Domain Rights (DRC 1, DRC2, DRCN2) is implemented as or included in 
a Domain Rights Certificate (Nakahara et al. disclose license authentication included in 
a certificate - HH [0198] [0249-0251] [0258]). 

Examiner Notes 

8. Page 12 of the specification discloses SPKI authorization certificates; and 
specific details regarding identifiers. Inclusion in independent form may overcome the 
35 U.S.C. 102 rejection of independent claims 1,12 and 23. 



Conclusion 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RICHARD G. KEEHN whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-5007. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 
Sam - 6:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571-272-3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

RGK 

/Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2456 



